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Abstract: The European integration is the best way for the poor Eastern European societies to follow in 
order to progress. Gathering contacts with the Occident cannot push the former communist societies to the status of 
chronically backward peripheries. 
       The theory of "modernization" claims that the mere contact with the western modernity is sufficient to 
remove the elements of the traditional societies which hinder the development and generate progress automatically. 
          Countries, which suffered from the "dependence” syndrome,  reached this situation because they had 
already been very backward while integrating themselves into the modern world. Since then, the intensification of 
contacts with the advanced regions of the world has had beneficial effects on them. The remedy lies in gathering 
contacts with the advanced economies and imitating the development model from the Occident. 
        In the north-west Europe, the combination of strong cities and the absence of a strong imperial authority 
created large jumps, which led to the Western progress. Eastern Europe had already recorded a very serious 
negative gap around the years 1500-1600. The contrast between the political regimes of imperial type and those of 
Ständestaat type, or that between the innovative scientific thinking and the conservative philosophical traditions 
may explain the differences between Western and Eastern Europe. The predominance of the economies of pastoral 
type compared to the agricultural one in the south-east Europe, as well as the low population density determined 
development gaps. The more some part of the region was exposed to Western influence, the more developed it 
became.   
         The past cannot explain the future, but it can draw some limits among which the change can take place and 
it can print to this its main direction. 
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"The gap between Eastern European countries and the developed Western ones remains a fact of our world. 
But can it be overcome? ... To what extent the "dependence" and the "world system" theories, which used to be very 
popular in 5-9 decades of the last century, are still current. Only then can we discover if the expected "return to 
capitalism" means, as some of today’s alarmists still claim ,the returning of this  region to the status of the exploited 
periphery, so the cancellation of  any chances to ever get behind the West. " Daniel Chirot        
The theories of "dependence" or "world system" claimed that backward economies had negatively been 
affected by the contact with the western market; therefore, they had to be isolated in order to progress. The validity 
of these Marxist theories as well as the  economic backwardness of Eastern Europe in relation to  the West are issues 
of interest for  the work coordinated by Daniel Chirot, "The origins of backwardness in Eastern Europe" (2004). The 
author tries to explain "the exceptional character" of socio-economic development of the West versus the rest of the 
world and to highlight the "socio-economic development characteristics of the countries on the periphery of this 
global system, including the historical provinces of the pre-modern Romania, especially Wallachia"
 [1] . 
According to the theories, the return to the capitalism meant the return of the region to the status of 
exploited periphery and the cancellation of the opportunities to reach the West. Historically speaking, the authors of 
the study who compose the work, show those countries which suffered from the "dependence” syndrome reached 
this situation because they had already been very backward while integrating themselves into the modern world. 
Since then, the intensification of contacts with the advanced regions of the world has had beneficial effects on them. 
The final conclusion was that the remedy lies in gathering contacts with the advanced economies and imitating the 
development model from the Occident. 
The European integration is the best way for the poor Eastern European societies to follow in order to 
progress. Gathering contacts with the Occident cannot push the former communist societies to the status of 
chronically backward peripheries. 
Daniel Chirot expresses his views and provides explanations to some questions by which many politicians 
and cultural men have been preoccupied, however, they remained unsolved or insufficiently explored. 
"What are the causes of the economic growth?" D. Chirot states that "There are as many explanations of the 
causes of economic development as general theories over the society as a whole. Some are long discredited. ... Then, 
there are the Marxist explanations about the factors that determine its development and the backwardness. Class 
relations, in other words the way in which the ruling classes extract an economic surplus from the producers and the 
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way  they use this surplus, represent the decisive factor of economic development for some people ... Oddly – the 
U.S. sociologist claims – the classical Marxism, no less than the classical liberalism did not concern the 
development as something problematic"[2] . 
        "Can they determine the progress? 
                                       - the genetic characteristics of the population? 
                                       - the geographic determinism? 
                                       - the cultural determinism? 
                                       - class relations? 
                                       - the societies with natural predisposition? " 
The theory of "modernization" argues that the mere contact with Western modernity is sufficient to remove 
the elements of the traditional societies which hinder the development and to generate the progress automatically. 
In the twentieth century, the Marxists formulate a theory according to which the economic stagnation is due 
to the Western imperialism.  
Joseph Love - specialist in the Latin American economic history and in the problem of evolution of the 
dependency theories             
 Jaime Reis - historian of the economic life in Brazil and Portugal 
Jane Schneider - specialist in historical anthropology in southern Italy 
Ken Jowitt    - analyst of the policy in the communist states in a comparative perspective 
Gail Kligman - researcher of the cultural symbolism in Eastern Europe. 
One idea accepted by all was that Eastern Europe has become economically backward far before being 
absorbed by the world market dominated by the West. The origins of the backwardness must be sought in the very 
distant past. 
        "Why Albania is not as rich as Switzerland?" One had a central position in Western Europe, the other was 
placed on the outskirts of a backward regions. Eastern Europe has emerged as the bulk of the world, suffering very 
slow changing processes and also progressing very slowly. 
       "Why China has become the most dynamic region of the world?" 
         The  agricultural  economies  pattern  of  Western Europe largely explains the Western success (Robert 
Brenner). The flexible parliamentary political system allowed the capitalism to flourish. 
         In the north-west Europe, the combination of strong cities and the absence of a strong imperial authority 
created large jumps, which led to the Western progress. Eastern Europe had already recorded a very serious negative 
gap around the years 1500-1600. The contrast between the political regimes of imperial type and those of 
Ständestaat type, or that between the innovative scientific thinking and the conservative philosophical traditions may 
explain the differences between Western and Eastern Europe.  
   The predominance of the economies of pastoral type compared to the agricultural one in the south-east 
Europe, as well as the low population density determined development gaps. Poland, Hungary and during the 
nineties century most of the Balkans have become economic annexes of the West.   
             The more some part of the region was exposed to Western influence, the more developed it became, 
emphasized Peter Gunst. 
            Poland and Hungary (more backward than Bohemia) have benefited from the close contacts with the West. 
To the east, in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, Russia, Ukraine, Moldavia and Wallachia, the backward economy has 
survived until the twentieth century. The Burgundy region, divided between France and Habsburg crown, remained 
dynamic economically. The Netherlands, Belgium, the north-east France, the north-west Switzerland or the south-
west Germany have never been economic periphery during the modern period. 
         Historians such as Peter Gunst and Jacek Kochanowicz appreciated that Hungary and Poland have never 
been as backward in terms of agriculture as the "true" Eastern Europe, from which Russia belongs. No matter how 
affected Bohemia was by the foreign domination, it stayed more developed and more dynamic economically than 
the rest of Eastern Europe. 
         The contact with the West in Poland of the fourteenth century (and late fifteenth century) or in Romania of 
the nineteenth century has not brought with it the benefits of progress. 
           The question that troubled the minds of many researchers, historians and political analysts still remains a 
controversial issue: Why the contact with the West and Western markets often stimulated the progress of the 
backward regions and, in other cases, it had the opposite effects? 
            Kochanowicz considers that Prussia, economically developed in west, as well as the backward Russia in 
the east of Poland, intensified the extractive economy as the basis for an absolute monarchy. 
            In Poland, the monarchy had to give up during the sixteenth and the seventeenth century, and in Prussia and 
Russia the external threats and invasions contributed to the monarchy. Polish cities fell, and the trade with the West 
became lower and lower. 
             During the seventeenth and the eighteenth century Russia is creating the industrial base for its military 
needs. The Japanese colonialism has beneficial economic effects in Taiwan, Manchuria and Korea in the twentieth 
century. Concerning the Balkans, the political subordination had relatively different effects comparing to its 
neighboring regions from the north. 
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              The historian John R. Lampe thought that the Balkan backwardness was perpetuated by the region's lack of 
contacts with the West, rather than its functioning as a periphery within the world. 
             In the first decades of the twentieth century, in Romania as in the rest of the Balkans, certain technical 
progress was felt. Despite its undeniable negative effects, the dependence has not created or perpetuated 
backwardness in this part of Eastern Europe. 
                         Marxists or the theorists of the world system argue that the political circumstances have affected the 
economic development. The representatives of the modernization theory claim that the Western influence generates 
automatically progress. Although the circumstances are different, the experience of the Balkan states a century ago 
is similar to the needs of the African countries in the twentieth century. 
              The imitation of the tax and political Western practices and the tendency to rely on the Western support led 
to a form of dependence that does not necessarily mean a status of economic periphery, but it had inhibitory effects 
on the local economy. No theoretical model provides a final explanation of the backwardness and its consequences. 
              The strongest impact of the West on the other parts of the world (Eastern Europe) was felt in the political 
sphere. The necessity to build powerful states became the foundation of the economic development. The political 
ideals were limited by the level of the economic development, but the economy was the one which imposed the 
policy’s limits and not vice versa. 
             Gale Stokes, a history professor at Rice University in Houston, compares the political realities of Eastern 
Europe to other parts of the world. The political power of Western Europe played a major role in Eastern Europe, as 
in other parts of the world. 
Prussia, Austria and Russia have encouraged nationalist reactions in all the regions they controlled, while 
the new states which were forming in the Balkans on the ruins of the Ottoman Empire adopted institutions of 
nationalist inspiration, imitated after the Western model. After 1945, a new dependence way was imposed to Eastern 
Europe. It is political but it also changed the economic structures. 
The past cannot explain the future, but it can draw some limits among which the change can take place and 
it can print to this its main direction. 
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